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atffcrcjxRT 

■5^, 26 RT% 2003 

TT. *1 41/50/20021963 (19633R38) ^49SRT 

, VHfa c tK u i^ 1998—2003% Idl^<KWii % 1 4<^<ii Rf °h<^ %%f xf 1 r;;ii<s04<^ u ih 

Rrpr ^rra ^ rtrt toft %t yd^&Ri 11 


f%9INsimeuiH RrFT 


3n^?r 

(TOf. 2003 *17# <nf*) 


»rfgg> 


tocit erf 1998-2003 % ftnj arorft TjPrrf % gror fagrrf 3 gggg> <jfe Pfcrffo, ^ ^ 

3 fonraigTOg wi too rf lira grog rf grffim ti 


2. rfrar mteT-ii Orfangg) rf lira fog gg % ammr m 3^ ^ 3 

WT foglrf rfrferf gTCT 3TggTg ^^^^rRcRfSrfrfEqHfiraiTra,^^ 

^ glfofTO % 3TTTO <tg> foPfos gTCT JR^cT fog gg sngrfgg erf f^TOI sjt | ^ jgirft ^ 21 

mrf, »X)2 erf [ glfol fog gg 3 prf airfgT if ^ glftgR<g rf ?fo fogT £ fo gfrSTKg gm fogT TO 

ijcg-foifog jrffim TO foro % Prafog % fog ^ 3 TttM t gfo $gg Prafftg Pro to gegr 

Ppto ftte isg ^ grft cipj rfgt £ gig to jnfgtcp^rt gig a i^rfRd fogr uto ti w 

3, eflrfert g>t 3Ppft Ijfjfrf % ,RPtg rftrf % gTOT fogTgt git 3prf gVHM 3 ?1lftcT g5gi[ rf ggrf 
KTtero gg arjrfgg nra g^rf gjk gfo gggi gigjg ^ angPtg? irfftro PrgT to t eft gg ggd sjk 

^efro geet erf grf ^ gmtro gftrf ^ %ggi M grgrfrfg g^ rf grfj ggrf gg Prfgj l^gT to sni 

3.1 5nP|eh <U | ^ Sfltgr % 3TJfRDI rfrfcft rf 3tg rfg?gl#g JITOg IRgg rfjgT tl rfrflrf rf 3fgrf 

5R^tN ^ ftnfetRscI cf>^t % > 

(i) cum xn^; mz± ^ % 3TcRtcT t 

a) 


906 GI/2003 
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Wtfii TFFT foM ^t3TRTT gRT TO* % SF^TR sM M TO 3 ^ TO? ??TOfoT 

fo? toTO i 

(ii) TOR TOR ^ TTeTTF TO t fo TfPTt TO TFFT fTOTO fTOrffor TOTO % for TOej; TOTO? 
TOt TO 3PFfl^ |R 3lTO RtI-TOTO TO «l<5Wl TOTT ^ifTO Flfo- TO TOR % ^©7 TORf! 
TO TO? *fo I 

(iii) TOM TOT TORT t fo M ?RTR tM TO 3TPt TOTO ?Tfol 3TTMT % TO RPTeff % #1 3 

Re| TORT? TO 3ITOTtTO TOTO \ ??T ?fo7 $, TOM ^ TfTOd tM % fTOTO TOTO TOR? % 

TO TOTefi % ^ 3 TO3TT?T ^ TOR % ’Jef TO 3RTOTT tl 

(iv) TO 1993-98 % TOt %jfM % ^T A <jfo T? fon? toTO jgr, TO3TRT 3 fTOfo TO TO! % 

fo? cTPJ T?f B? TOFT fo?TO 3 30% TOTO TOT fcfTO tf 

(V) fo?TO 3 TTTOeR TOTO % fo? 3M W TOfoT ^IHHd: % fo? TOfoTO 

TO! TOT W t TO? TO^T-?ft % 3TTTOR 3TTOBif TO 11 $>Hfo<T TOM TO? TOlTOT 
TOTO % for TOfol4 ^frtRTTO TO 3TW4 TO 3TOTOTOT tl 


3.2 TOf TOto 3 , TOM ^ 3 T^T foTO t fo TOF TTltoRRT TlTO TORRcT TO TTTO ?R 3 cTO 
TO? fofo TO to! % for TO 1998-2003 %> TOTOfa ^cTOFT 3 RFJTO ffo MM ^ TOfo 3TTOTO 
TOTO TO eTT^J foft TO? foTOt TOTO TO TOeft TO oTPJ TORT % fo? ^ TOT TO^rTT ^eT/TOTO ^T TO 
MM fom TOT 1 


A T^hfh^v rFTT TTCCTHT TT^TVr 7k mJT U JrJI TT7»’7 r TtllJrh'i .l^hr TT7fE=FrT^rf 7P?y llDrF^Tut ThtOTT.Tff TFrr ,4 J riO 

i* “imvi 'i* i /\ \ mi ^ < \ i i "i' \j'ii iw'i -| wi'ni \ vii \ /i'imuivii ^1'\ /ii m i 11 ^ \i\—iiwii v I'-iri 

s^.- X 

feurM % for qforrfcET foro tot to I toeH fturfo?rt ^r, TOtroarf ^ forofoter gro TOt to Mr tot 
^ \3cfo^ foTO ^ :- 


(i) ^3 trt to MRcbfod 5jfo to ^nrfot afof % % for tot to 

totoM t ^ftfo sffotM rfoM % for totM to% rfot % 

for 3TTOTTO TO TTTOITl 

(ii) ^ ^r TO^focT TOT^cft afR fo^fo sfo 3 aff afR ’jRm'f % forror % 

for TOTOTTOTOTf TOT M TOTOT TOT TO I TOTO Mft! TO MRr TORT FTT d^T 
3TTRT RTFT ^ TTO TORT TOf^T 1% ^ FT Mft f^TOTT TOTTOT TO TOT 

foro tl 


5. TO ^foEfol t fo 4M1 TO TO TOTOF TW T# tl t fo TTMtoT ^ TOR RRf 

cffr ^]M % for toft fororr MtRcr rM ^ trtot frt toRT for TO TFfe^ff fo^Rff TOt 3TWTO tl 

TOfor, 1995 R TOTOR FRf TOlff rR ^ TOTTORt ^folT/TOFTOTO TWT TOfo^ff fo^R ^ TOT 

-rt t fo forror to tottot, Mto to rfocrm, totr ^ anfo to foror to^t % 

F^TTcT ^pRTT/TOfoF TO v t TO % for FTOTR T>t RlTOM TO4 Tf^t TOTTOR RRT FRfoft TOR % 
F?TOT r>t 3THT5RT ^ ^cTO mRto-I TOTTcRT 3fR foeTT TRfR nRlcMR^ % TllfW 3Tlfo TO> TTfofo 

:foF ^ I FTT 3T^5TT TO TJcfo^F TTfoTORT FM TOM TO TO foTOTOT TrRfo TO foTOfM 3fR TOsfRT 
TOR ^ePTTOTO ^PTO % ^TOT % &4R RfocT TO=fo fo^R TOfM TO^cT TOJcl |T STTOft ^RTO % for 
s^rTT TORR TO TOTOR eTO TO TTeTTF foTO TO I 


in —ms 4] 
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6. wgf> i 22 vRRrtt, 2003 ^ nt afh Trgrf> 

4, 4t4t^f % jr^m ^ ^wn stct f^ ^ Rh^mI 4 f^rtfor wfo^fiR ftoR 

cR^ cZTfr? tl 41‘4) eft % ?K^TR RFJ l^5R ^3Tr4 % feP? 3PHT ReTN TOJcT #T 

W? W\ ^FRI WIT tl 

7. ^tTj f^lteT % H^'T'jR, ^ t % RT WRcl <bt SrRrf^TcT^jTR % *pfT ^ ^ 
otM STETRRT ^T ^tt ttm, ^rff^ T3RT TfR "WRT 3rct TjeT TO ^t TRTtfatT <Rt % feR WRT 11 

8. ot? w nf filter eetfi t 3fft rrr toR-faRf % airaR r ri? mtoRR ^er 

TTFT^ ^t W feRTT W ■HH4R «F^ ^Rt ^T fRfa efaT 11 4)41cfl RRTtl^m TRcTR TTTR FRT VR ^ 

WFTc^ R ^TT mtoRR 5RT 3PHTs£ ^ f^TR-f^Rt tfffRT % 3TJUR ^ f^TR f^RTT I 

3T. ^T. '4fpR^TT, 3Tt2^T 
[f^TFT/IMV/143/02/3RmTRT] 


TARIFF AUTHORITY FORMAJORPOKIS 
NOTIFICATION 
Mumbai, the 26th March, 2003 


No. TAMF/50/2002-VFT.—lu cxcicisc of the powers ujiifeiied by Section 49 of the Major Port ^ r 


i it*t, 


HU* inuffj. /oi/f AWUA t M. *« Ail v/iVi viyv Vi “>*v ^/V m y» v —— - - J 

(38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby closes the proposal received from the Visakhapatnam Port Trust 
about prescribing a suitable increase in lease rentals for its lands for the quinquennium 1998—2003 as in the Order 
appended hereto. __ 


SCHEDULE 


The Visakhapatnam Port Trust 


Applicant 


ORDER 

(Passed on this 17th day of March 2003) 


This case relates to a proposal received from the Visakhapatnam Port Trust 
(VPT) about prescribing a suitable increase in lease rentals for its lands for the 
quinquennium 1998-2003. 

2. The issue relating to the approach adopted by the VPT to decide its own 

revised lease rentals based on the valuation obtained from the District Revenue Authority 
(DRA) came into a sharp focus when this Authority took up a representation made by the 
Andhra Petro Chemicals Limited. In its Order passed on 21 March 2002 in that case, this 
Authority has observed that the valuation given by the DRA is only an input for 
determination of the current lease rent and the lease rent so arrived at becomes legally 
enforceable only when it is approved by the Tariff Authority. In this backdrop, the VPT was 
directed to obtain the approval of this Authority for lease rentals of different zones of its 
lands before their inclusion in its Scale of Rates and to apply only such approved rates in 
both new leases and revision of the rates in the existing leases if the lease agreement 
provides for periodic revision. 
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3.1 In pursuance of the Order of this Authority, the VPT has filed the proposal 

now under consideration. The VPT has made the following main points in its proposal: 

(i) . Almost all the on-going leases are covered by a clause in the respective 

agreement which stipulates that the lease rentals will be revised every five 
years as per the rates fixed by the DRA. 

(ii) . The Govt, of India has advised that the Ports should augment its finances by 

adopting current market rates for working out land lease rentals so that the 
revenue could supplement the core functions of a Port. 

(iii) . The VPT considers that it should adopt current market rates in respect of 

new cases of allotments including extension of the expired leases. In this 
regard, the VPT adopts the basic value of lands obtained from the DRA in 
respect of new cases of allotment including rental of expired leases. 

(iv) . Considering the appreciation in the value of lands from 1993-98, the DRA 

has suggested an increase of 30% hike in the lease rentals over the rates 
applicable for the previous quinquenniun. 

(v) . The approach adopted in revising lease rentals is generally found to be not 

acceptable to the users and many of the allotment of lands are stalled. 
There is, therefore, a need to adopt a reasonable rate acceptable to both 
VPT and the users. 


3.2. in this backdrop,.the VPT has requested inis Authority to examine aii 

relevant issues in totality and prescribe a suitable increase in quinquennium valuation for 
the year 1998-2003 over the previous quinquennium which will be applicable to on-going 
leases and also to prescribe a suitable basic/market value of land applicable to new cases 
including rentals. 


4. The proposal of the VPT was circulated to all the main lessees of the Port 
and representative bodies of users for their comments. In their comments, the users have 
highlighted the following main points: 

(i) . Value of land arrived at by the DRA are based on valuation obtained for 

small pieces of residential sites which cannot be adopted for large chunk of 
VPT lands used for industrial activity. 

(ii) . The VPT lands allotted initially were in a marshy, low lying area and the 

lessees had to spend on developing the lands. Fixation of lease rentals 
should take into consideration the fact that the VPT has not incurred any 
development cost on these lands. 

5. It is a noteworthy that the proposal of the VPT is not a definite one. 
Significantly, this Authority has adopted the guidelines issued by the Government for fixing 
lease rental for the port trust lands. The policy guidelines of lands / waterfront 
management of major ports issued by the Government in April 1995 prescribe that all the 
major ports shall constitute a Committee under the Chairmanship of the respective port 
Chairman, representatives of the MOST and District Revenue Authorities, etc for 
recommending the Scale of Rates for leasing lands / waterfront after taking into 
consideration the cost of development of land, fair return of capital investment, market rent, 
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etc. This requirement was pointed out by us to the VPT with an advice to propose a 
suitable Scale of Rate for its lands with the detailed justification therefor alongwith the 
recommendation of the rate fixation Committee and the details of value of comparable 
lands obtained from the DRA. 

6. A joint hearing in this case was held on 22 January 2003 at the VPT 

premises. At the joint hearing, the VPT expressed its intention to recast its proposal in line 
with and, after following the procedure prescribed in the guidelines given by the 
Government. The VPT requested three months time for submitting its revised proposal to 
be formulated accordingly. 

7 In view of the above position, it is clear that no useful purpose will be served 

by keeping this case open indefinitely since the port trust itself has agreed to revise its 
original proposal. 

8. In the light of the position explained above, and based on a collective 

application of mind, this Authority decides to dose this case as withdrawn. The revised 
when received from the VPT will be considered afresh following the usual consultation 
procedure adopted by this Authority. 


A. L. BONGIRWAR, Chairman 
[ADVT/QI/IV/143/02-Exty.J 
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